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A B S T R A C T :  It is hypothesized that the closeness of the relationship be- 
tween the perpetrator of sexual abuse and the victim will determine the num- 
ber of instances of sexual abuse, the duration of the sexually abusive rela- 
tionship, the level of coercion necessary to gain compliance, and how long it 
takes the victim to tell. Differences for cases where the perpetrator is the vic- 
tim's father and married to the victim's mother, the victim's stepfather or vic- 
tim's mother's live-in boyfriend, and the victim's noncustodial father are ex- 
plored. It is argued that in the first case type, the relationship is the closest, 
the second case type falls in the middle, and in the third, the relationship is 
the most distant. Hypotheses regarding number of instances of sexual abuse, 
its duration, and the delay in telling are supported by the data. 
In recen t  years  cl inicians and r e sea rche r s  have  noted  t h a t  the  charac-  
ter is t ics  of sexual  abuse  va ry  depending  upon the  role re la t ionsh ip  
be tween  the  pe rpe t r a to r  and  the  victim. The  most  global dis t inct ion 
and  one ma de  by most  professionals  is be tween  sexual  abuse  which is 
in t r a fami l i a l  and t h a t  which is ex t ra fami l i a l  (e.g., F inkelhor ,  1979; 
F inke lhor ,  1984; Russell ,  1983; Russell ,  1986; Groth ,  1979; Fal ler ,  
1981; Fal ler ,  1988; Mayer ,  1985). For  example ,  a l though  some offend- 
ers  abuse  both  wi th in  and  outs ide the  fami ly  (Sanford, 1988), the re  
a r e  differences be tween  persons  who sexual ly  abuse  the i r  own chil- 
d ren  and those  who seek out  and  sexua l ly  abuse  chi ldren who are  un- 
re la ted  (Gebhard  et  al., 1965; Groth ,  1979; Mayer ,  1985; Kempe  & 
Kempe ,  1984). Fu r the r ,  the  charac te r i s t ics  of the  sexual  abuse  i tself  
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are likely to vary depending upon whether  the perpetrator is within 
the family and has ready access to the victim or is someone outside 
who sees the child rarely or perhaps on only one occasion. Thus intra- 
familial sexual abuse may occur frequently over a period of months or 
even years, while extrafamilial abuse is more likely to consist of a 
single or small number  of incidents during a short-time period. The 
reaction of the child is likely to vary depending upon the relation- 
ship of the perpetrator to the child and family. For instance, a child 
may  more readily reveal sexual abuse by someone who is outside the 
family system but  be reticient about a family member (Faller, 1981; 
Faller, 1987). In addition Mrazek and Mrazek (1981) note that  one of 
the factors that  needs to be taken into account in assessing the effect 
of sexual abuse on the child is the degree of relatedness between the 
victim and the offender. The source and extent of t rauma from intra- 
familial sexual abuse can usually be distinguished from that  caused 
by extrafamilial. For example, Landis (1956) in a sample of college 
students and Anderson, Bache, and Griffith (1981) in a sample of ado- 
lescents receiving treatment,  found being sexually abused by a rela- 
tive was more t raumatic  than being victimized by a nonrelative. 
Furthermore,  differences have been noted in the characteristics of 
various types of intrafamilial sexual abuse. Russell (1984, 1986) in a 
s tudy of sexual abuse in a representat ive sample of 930 San Francisco 
area women, found that  the stepfather-stepdaughter relationship to 
be one at grave risk for sexual abuse. Thirty-four point five percent of 
women who had stepfathers were sexually abused by them as opposed 
to 2.3% by biological fathers. Moreover sexual abuse by stepfathers 
was more serious than that  inflicted by biological fathers: it occurred 
more frequently and involved more genital intercourse, fellatio, cun- 
nilingus, analingus, and anal intercourse. Similarly, in a study con- 
ducted by the Tufts New England Medical Center (1984), sexual 
abuse by a stepfather was found to have had quite a t raumatic  impact 
upon the victim, but  comparable t rauma could not be documented for 
situations involving biological fathers. And recently MacFarlane 
(1986) has described the special characteristics of sexual abuse by a 
father who is divorced from or in the process of a divorce from the 
child's mother, hypothesizing that  the stress of marital  dissolution 
and changes in physical circumstances may heighten the risk for sex- 
ual abuse. 
In the study to be described here, the impact of the role relation- 
ship of perpetrator to victim upon the characteristics of the sexual 
abuse will be explored for three types of intrafamilial sexual abuse. 
The hypotheses are as follows: 
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1. The closer the relationship between victim and perpetrator, the 
greater the number of  instances of sexual abuse. 
Closeness will bring with it more contact with and more unsuper- 
vised access to the victim, and thereby more frequent opportunity to 
engage in sexually abusive behavior. Closeness suggests a more coop- 
erative and dependent relationship, which can lead to more frequent 
compliance with requests or demands for sexual activities. 
2. The closer the relationship between victim and perpetrator, the 
longer the duration of the sexual abuse. 
Int imate relationships imply longevity and therefore the possibility 
of ongoing sexual abuse. 
3. The closer the relationship between victim and perpetrator the less 
coercion involved in the sexual abuse. 
The victim will be accustomed to touch by someone who is close and 
will be in the habit  of obeying and trust ing that  person. Because of 
this, the perpetrator will not have to use coercive measures to involve 
the child in sexual encounters. 
4. The closer the relationship between victim and perpetrator, the 
longer it will take the victim to report the sexual abuse. 
The child is more likely to love someone close and not want  to get 
him in trouble. Also the victim may be more fearful of someone who 
is close (because of his potential to inflict harm), and therefore delay 
telling about sexual abuse. In addition, a perpetrator in an intimate 
relationship will have more opportunity and power to persuade or co- 
erce the child not to tell about the abuse. 
The role relationships for which these hypotheses will be tested 
are all ones where the perpetrator is a paternal  caretaker: 1. biologi- 
cal fathers in intact families; '~ 2. stepfathers and mothers' living-to- 
gether-partners (LTP); 3 and 3. noncustodial fathers who are sepa- 
rated or divorced from the victim's mother? 
All of these relationships are fairly proximate ones when con- 
trasted with extrafamilial  sexually abusive relationships. It will nev- 
ertheless be argued tha t  the biological father relationship is the 
closest, followed by the stepfather-LTP, and the noncustodial father 
relationship is the least close. 
The level of int imacy between the victim and perpetrator can be 
understood in terms of the nature  of the relationship between them 
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and the mother and perpetrator,  which, in turn, affects the child's re- 
lationship with both the offender and the mother. Legal and blood 
ties also influence the closeness of a relationship, although they are 
likely to be more salient for the adults involved and more meaningful 
to older children. 
The biological father relationship in an intact family is most likely 
for the child the closest of those being considered. The mother in this 
type of family is more often closer to and more financially and emo- 
tionally dependent upon the perpetrator  than in the other two rela- 
tionships. This man is the only father the child has known and the 
only spouse the mother  has had. Furthermore,  this relationship has 
endured all of the child's life 5 and is likely to be characterized by ex- 
tended and unsupervised contact between them. Finally, there are 
both legal and blood ties in the bio-father-child relationship. 
In contrast, the stepfather-LTP relationship in general will be less 
close for the child because she has another father and the stepfather 
relationship has existed for only part  of her life. A stepfather or boy- 
friend is less likely than a bio-father to be given supervisory responsi- 
bility over the child. The mother might be less dependent and close to 
a stepfather or live-in boyfriend because of her previous marriage. 
Having had the experience of another relationship, which she may 
have ended, she can therefore see al ternatives to staying with a man 
who displeases her. In addition she likely has lived for a time as a 
single parent. This man has no blood ties to the victim, and, although 
he may have a legal relationship to the mother, he usually has no le- 
gal or support responsibility for the child. 
Finally it can be argued that  the noncustodial parent relationship 
is the least close for the victim because she does not live with this fa- 
ther  and usually only sees him for visitation a few hours a week or 
every other weekend. Although this is usually unsupervised access 
for him, it is quite limited. In addition, while the victim may or may 
not have another father figure in her  life, she has a mother who not 
only is her pr imary caretaker but  may  make her dislike of the father 
clear. Further,  the child is probably more likely than those in the 
other two groups to have witnessed altercations between her parents. 
Moreover, the mother may  seek information from the child regarding 
care and the general circumstances of visitation with the father. The 
victim of the noncustodial abuser  has little concern that  her mother 
will be angry at or rejecting of her if she reveals the father's impro- 
prieties. Mothers in this group are rarely close to their ex-spouses. 
While some depend upon them for child support, it would be unlikely 
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for such  m o t h e r s  to look to t hese  m e n  as  sources  of e m o t i o n a l  suppor t .  
A l t h o u g h  the  blood r e l a t i o n s h i p  pe r s i s t s  b e t w e e n  the  v i c t im  a n d  the  
f a t h e r  a n d  he con t inues  to have  some l ega l l y  imposed  f i nanc i a l  obli-  
ga t ions ,  t he  i m p a c t  of t he se  fac tors  is a t t e n u a t e d  by the  d ivorce  a n d  
by  the  d i f f icu l ty  of enforc ing  his  l ega l  ob l iga t ions .  
Method  
Data for this study were gathered between the years 1978 and 1986 from 
cases seen by the Universi ty of Michigan Interdisciplinary Project on Child 
Abuse and Neglect (IPCAN). Seventy-four percent of the cases were referred 
by county-based child protection units, and the remainder came from the 
courts (10.6%), law enforcement agencies (6.4%), and other mental health fa- 
cilities (9%) in Michigan2 The geographical distribution of the cases is con- 
sistent with the distribution of the state child protective services caseload. 
The largest proportion are from the more populous southeastern part  of the 
state. Although the primary reason for referral was diagnosis, case manage- 
ment recommendations, and/or t reatment  of sexual abuse, data were syste- 
matical ly gathered for research purposes. 
The 171 cases reported on in this article are a subset of a larger data set of 
383 substant iated cases of sexual abuseY These 171 cases include 59 where 
the perpetrator  is biological father to the victim and husband to the victim's 
mother; 62 where the perpetrator  is a stepfather or mother's live-in boy- 
friend; and 50 where the perpetrator  is a noncustodial father because the par- 
ents are separated or divorced, s 
Data were gathered in the course of clinical interviews taking two to 15 
hours (mean = 5.7 hours)2 A research protocol was completed by the assessor 
using information collected in clinical assessments. In half  of the cases, the 
victim, the perpetrator,  and the mother were all evaluated by IPCAN staff. 
In 33% of cases the victim and her mother were seen, and in 17% of the cases 
only the victim was seen by IPCAN. In cases where we did not assess all rel- 
evant  family members, those persons were interviewed by another mental  
health agency, the child protection service, or the police. In all cases, we had 
access to the other agency records. 
Information coded for this study includes: 1.the approximate number of 
times the child was sexually abused; 2.the length of time between onset of 
sexual abuse and clinical assessment; 3.the level of coercion involved in the 
sexual abuse; and 4.the length of t ime between the last incident of sexual 
abuse and its report. 
In some cases the number of incidents of sexual abuse was easily specified 
because they were few in number. In others, however, the sexual abuse had 
been going on over several years. Then the approximate number of occur- 
rences was computed by asking the victim, for example, whether it  happened 
about once a week, once a month, or less than once a month, and using this 
information to est imate the number of abusive encounters. 
Because systematic information was not collected directly on the duration 
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of the sexual abuse, the difference between the victim's age at onset of sexual 
abuse and age at assessment was used to calculate the approximate duration 
of the sexual abuse. In virtually all cases the clinical evaluation was part  of a 
series of interventions that  led to the cessation of the sexual abuse. However, 
in a small number of cases the victims were adults coming for treatment,  
whose sexual abuse had ended earlier. These cases were eliminated when 
this variable was formed. 
The age of victim at onset (used to calculate duration) was based upon in- 
formation from the victim, the mother, the perpetrator, and other agency rec- 
ords. However, it was most commonly determined by asking the victim about 
recollections of the first t ime sexual abuse took place and calculating age 
based upon this information. 
The level of coercion involved in the sexual abuse was derived from the vic- 
t im's description of the abuse, information from the mother and sometimes 
the abuser, and the medical exam. 
The length of t ime between the last incident of abuse and the report was 
based upon the victim's or another dependable person's statement regarding 
the last time the sexual abuse occurred. Sexual abuse was considered to have 
been reported when the child told someone who might take some action. Usu- 
ally this was the mother, but sometimes it was another relative, a friend, or a 
professional. 
Because of our inability to obtain sufficient information to code these vari- 
ables for some cases, there are missing data. The major types of statistical 
analysis employed in this study are the Chi square and analysis of variance. 
Resul t s  
The  f indings  for the  four  v a r i a b l e s  u n d e r  cons idera t ion ,  n u m b e r  of in- 
s t ances  of  sexua l  abuse ,  du ra t i on  of the  abuse,  a m o u n t  of coercion in- 
volved,  and  l eng th  of t i m e  b e t w e e n  the  l as t  inc ident  and  repor t ,  will  
be con t r a s t ed  for the  t h r ee  d i f ferent  role r e l a t ionsh ips  t h a t  pe rpe t r a -  
tors  h a v e  wi th  v ic t ims ,  biological  fa ther ,  s t ep fa the r -LTP ,  and  noncus-  
todia l  fa ther .  
N u m b e r  o f  T imes  Vic t imized  
M e a n s  for the  a p p r o x i m a t e  n u m b e r  of  ins t ances  of sexua l  abuse  were  
c o m p u t e d  and  c o m p a r e d  for the  t h r ee  groups,  and  d i s t r ibu t ions  were  
ca lcu la ted  for ch i ldren  v ic t imized  one t h r o u g h  five, six t h r o u g h  ten,  
and  m o r e  t h a n  t en  t imes .  The  f indings  a p p e a r  in Tab les  1 and  2 be- 
low. S ta t i s t i ca l ly  s ign i f ican t  d i f ferences  a re  found in the  n u m b e r  of 
t i m e s  d i f ferent  t ypes  of  offenders  sexua l ly  abused  t h e i r  v ic t ims.  Non- 
cus todia l  f a t he r s  s exua l ly  did so on a v e r a g e  the  l eas t  n u m b e r  of 
t imes ,  biological  f a t he r s  in in t ac t  f ami l i es  the  mos t ,  and  s t ep fa the r s  
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TABLE 1 
Mean N u m b e r  of  Ins tances  of  Sexual  Abuse  for 
Three Role Relat ionships  
Stepfather Noncustodial 
Bio-father LTP Father Total 
Number of Cases 54 58 48 160 
Mean Instances 34.4 26.4 19.1 26.9 
Standard Deviation 32.9 31.1 19.5 29.3 
F s t a t i s t i c  = 3 . 6 3  p = .03 
and live-in partners fell in between. In all three of the role relation- 
ships, father figures were most likely to sexually abuse more than  10 
times, but the proportion of such cases is highest for bio-father cases, 
followed by stepfather-LTPs, and then by noncustodial fathers. Bio- 
fathers were also the least likely to sexually abuse five or fewer 
times, al though stepfather-LTP cases most often fell into this cate- 
gory, not noncustodial fathers. 
TABLE 2 
Distr ibution of  Instances  of  Sexual  Abuse  for 
Three Role Relat ionships  
N o n -  
Stepfather custodial 
Frequency Bio-father LTP father Total 
N % N % N % N % 
1-5 Times 8 14.8 21 36.2 10 20.8 39 24.4 
6-10 Times 13 24.1 10 17.2 17 35.4 40 25.0 
>10 Times 33 61.1 27 46.6 21 43.8 81 50.6 
C h i  s q u a r e  = 1 0 . 9 1  p = .03 d f  = 4 
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Duration of  the Sexual Abuse 
Mean differences between the age at onset and the age at  assessment 
were computed in years  and contrasted for the three role relation- 
ships. The findings appear in Table 3. The differences in the number  
of years  from onset of sexual abuse to the t ime of evaluation for the 
three groups are statistically significant. The durat ion of the sexual 
abuse of children victimized by noncustodial fathers is the shortest, a 
little less than  two years,  followed by tha t  of victims of stepfathers 
and mother 's  boyfriends, almost two and a hal f  years. The longest 
durat ion is found in situations where the child is sexually abused by 
her  biological fa ther  in an intact family, more than  three and a half  
years. 
Level of  Coercion Involved in the Sexual Abuse 
Degree of coercion is an eight category variable developed after ex- 
amining the first 50 cases. Its levels are as follows: 1 = forced, physi- 
cal injury resulted, 2 = forced, no injury, 3 = threa tened  with force, 
4 = other threats ,  5 = bribes, inducements,  6 = seduction, 7 = mutual  
collaboration, and 8 = victim initiated. 1~ The differences in level of 
coercion among the three groups were not statistically significant 
(bio-father mean = 3.3; s tepfather-LTP = 3.3; and noncustodial father  
mean = 2.9; F = 1.39; p = .25). 
Length of  Time Between Last Sexual Abuse and Report 
For the length of t ime between the last incident and the report  of sex- 
ual abuse, the mean number  of days for the three role relationships 
T A B L E  3 
Mean Durat ion  o f  Sexua l  A b u s e  for  Three  Role  Re la t ionsh ips  
Stepfather Noncustodial 
B io-father L TP Father Total 
Number  of cases 56 59 48 163 
Mean years  3.6 2.4 1.9 2.7 
Standard  deviation 4.0 2.2 2.0 2.9 
F = 4 . 9  p = . 0 0 9  
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and distributions for cases falling into the following time groupings 
were calculated and compared: 1 -7 ,  8 -30 ,  31-90 ,  91-180,  181-365,  
366-730,  and more than 730 days. The results appear in Tables 4 
and 5. As seen in Table 4, al though the mean length of time between 
the last incident of sexual abuse and the report indicates that  the 
longest delay occurs in bio-father cases, followed by stepfather and 
then noncustodial father cases, the differences only approach statisti- 
cal significance because of the large variance. However, as indicated 
in Table 5, when distributions for the three casetypes are compared, 
the differences are statistically significant and generally indicate 
that  reports of victims with less intimate relationships with their 
abusers occur sooner. 
Discussion 
The results described generally indicate that  the characteristics of 
sexual abuse vary depending upon the role relationship between the 
victim and the perpetrator, even when all the perpetrators are pater- 
nal caretakers. Three of the four hypotheses are supported by the 
data, and the findings are consistent with the assertion that  relation- 
ships between bio-fathers and victims in intact families are the clos- 
est, followed by those between stepfather-LTPs and victims, and fi- 
nally by those between noncustodial fathers and victims. 
Thus the close relationship that  seems to be present between the 
bio-father and his victim results in sexual abuse which occurs the 
TABLE 4 
Mean Number of  Days Between Last Sexual Abuse 
and Report for Three Role Relationships 
Stepfather Non -custodial 
B io-father L TP Father Total 
Number  of cases 46 49 40 135 
Mean days 176.5 96.0 56.8 111.8 
Standard deviation 294.7 241.5 164.8 245.7 
F statistic = 2.77 p = .06 
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TABLE 5 
Distribution for Number of  Days Between  Last Sexual Abuse 
and Report  for Three Role Relationships 
N o n -  
Stepfather custodial 
B io-father L TP father Total 
N % N % N % N % 
1-7  days 9 19.6 18 36.7 18 32.5 40 29.6 
8 -30  days 15 32.6 18 36.7 19 47.5 52 38.5 
31-90  days 7 15.2 8 16.3 5 12.5 20 14.8 
91-180  days 6 13.0 1 2.0 1 2.5 8 5.9 
181-365 days 1 2.2 0 0.0 1 2.5 2 1.5 
366-730 days 4 8.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 3.0 
>730 days 4 8.7 4 8.2 1 2.5 9 6.7 
C h i  s q u a r e  = 2 0 . 4  p = .05  
greatest  number  of t imes and endures the longest. In addition, al- 
though there is a lot of variability, the victim of the bio-father delays 
the longest before telling. Similarly the less intimate relationship 
that  appears to exist between stepfather-LTPs and their victims leads 
to fewer incidents of sexual abuse and to victimization of shorter du- 
ration, and the child tells somewhat  more readily. The finding that  
bio-fathers sexually abused their  children a greater number  of t imes 
than stepfathers is the converse of Russell's; she found stepfathers en- 
gaged in more sexual victimization (1984; 1986). And finally the least 
int imate of these relationships, tha t  between the noncustodial father 
and his victim, is characterized by the fewest incidents of sexual 
abuse, victimization of the shortest duration, and the shortest delay 
between the last incident of sexual abuse and report. 
Several factors have been noted to be associated with the closeness 
of the perpetrator-victim relationship: its length or the proportion of 
the child's life it has existed; the amount  of unsupervised access the 
perpetrator  has to the victim; the child's feelings toward the offender, 
which can include love, fear, and dependency; and the victim's aware- 
ness of the mother's feelings toward this paternal  caretaker. All of 
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these factors can be seen as affecting each of the three variables un- 
der considerat ion--frequency,  duration, and length of time to report. 
The two structural  factors, length of relationship and access, might 
be more important  in determining the number  of abusive incidents 
and duration of the sexual abuse. Arguably the child's feelings ira- 
pact more significantly upon the willingness to tell than they do on 
frequency and duration. These feelings are more important than 
other factors related to closeness in the child's decision to tell. The 
victim's feelings toward the offender will be largely determined by 
how he acts. Despite the fact tha t  all of the men were sexually abu- 
sire, their t rea tment  of victims could vary widely and was not depen- 
dent upon whether  they were fathers, stepfathers, or noncustodial fa- 
thers. For example, many noncustodial fathers were very affectionate 
and tried to make visitation a "fun time," while bio-fathers in intact 
families might be tyrannical  and abusive. The diversity in the vic- 
tim's feelings toward the perpetrator may help to explain the large 
variance in the length of time it took victims to report sexual abuse, 
which results in mean differences which only approach statistical 
significance. 
The findings related to the variable, coercion, were not in the pre- 
dicted direction, even though the level employed by noncustodial fa- 
thers is higher than that  of the other two groups. However, what  is 
more disconcerting about these data is how coercive all of the pater- 
nal caretakers were, regardless of their relationships with the vic- 
tims. Clinical assumptions about intrafamil ia l  sexual abuse, are that  
it is not characterized by the use of force. One would expect the 
means for all groups to be toward the less coercive end of the contin- 
uum. They are not. They indicate that  paternal caretakers '  methods 
of gaining their victims' cooperation were characterized by threats 
and force. These findings are in contrast with those of Russell (1986), 
who found that  in general incidents of intrafamilial sexual abuse 
were not characterized by coercion. ~ 
Conclus ion  
The research reported in this s tudy suggests that  differences in char- 
acteristics of sexual abuse can be found even in role relationships 
which have much in common, three situations where the perpetrator 
is a paternal  caretaker. Specifically in this sample there are consis- 
tent  and predicted differences in the number  of incidents of sexual 
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abuse, its duration, and the length of time it took victims to report 
sexual abuse. The results of this study must be understood as prelimi- 
nary because the sample is limited to identified cases served by one 
agency. Nevertheless, additional research along these lines might en- 
hance professional understanding of the importance of role relation- 
ships as predictors of the characteristics of sexual abuse. 
R e f e r e n c e  Notes  
1. The term, intrafamilial sexual abuse, is used to refer to sexual abuse by someone 
within the victim's household and sexual abuse by a family member. Thus sexual 
abuse by a live-in boyfriend of the mother would be regarded as intrafamilial even 
though the perpetrator has no blood or legally sanctioned relationship to the child. 
2. For all mothers in the biological father group, this was their  only marriage thus 
far, and the children were from this relationship. However, some of them were 
conceived or born before the marriage. 
3. Children who were victimized by stepfathers and mothers'  boyfriends were com- 
bined for the purpose of this study. T tests and/or chi squares were undertaken for 
these two subgroups on the variables under consideration. No significant differ- 
ences were found. Moreover, from a clinical standpoint, the patterns and dynamics 
of sexual abuse in the two subgroups were comparable. Most of the stepfathers 
began their  relationships with the mothers as live-in boyfriends, and in many 
cases the sexual abuse preceded stepparent status. The number of stepfathers in 
this group is 40 and the number of boyfriends 22. 
4. In none of the cases was sexual abuse by the noncustodial father the cause of the 
marital  dissolution, and no mothers were aware of this being a problem while in 
the marriage. 
5. The pronouns, she and her, will be used to refer to victims because approximately 
four-fifths of them were female. 
6. Because referral sources for the sample tend to serve intrafamilial sexual abuse 
cases, the sample is skewed toward sexual abuse cases where the perpetrator is a 
parent  or a parent  has been neglectful and allowed sexual abuse to take place. 
7. For an extensive discussion of the clinica] procedures employed to assure these 
were valid cases of sexual abuse, see Faller, K.C. 1988. Child Sexual Abuse: Diag- 
nosis, Case Management, and Treatment. 
8. The smaller number of cases involving noncustodial parents  is in part due to the 
difficulty in substantiat ing these cases. 
9. The author was responsible for 90% of these assessments. 
10. In no case did the victim initiate the sexual interaction. 
11. Russell's definition of coercion is somewhat different from ours. For example, the 
use of or threat  of weapons is specified, and physical injury is not included. 
R e f e r e n c e s  
Anderson, S.C., Bach, C.M., & Griffith, S. (1981). Psychological sequelae in intrafa- 
milial victims of sexual assault and abuse. Paper presented at the Third Interna- 
tional Conference on Child Abuse and Neglect, Amsterdam, The Netherlands. 
K A T H L E E N  COULBORN FALLER 229 
Faller, K.C. (1988). Child sexual abuse: Diagnosis, case management, and treatment. 
New York: Columbia University Press. 
Finkelhor, D. (1984). Child sexual abuse: New theory and research. New York: The 
Free Press. 
Finkelhor, D. (1980). Sex among siblings. Archives of Sexual Behavior, 10; 171-194. 
Finkelhor, D. (1979). Sexually victimized children. New York: The Free Press. 
Gebhard, P., Gagnon, J., Pomeroy, W., & Christensen, C. (1965). Sex offenders: An  
analysis of types. New York: Harper and Row. 
Groth, N. (1979). Men who rape: The psychology of the offender. New York: Plenum 
Press. 
Kempe, R. S. & Kempe, C. H. (1984). The common secret: Sexual abuse of children and 
adolescents. New York: W. H. Freeman. 
Landis, J.T. (1956). Experience of 500 children with adult's sexual deviance. Psychiat- 
ric Quarterly Supplement, 30; 91-109. 
MacFarlane, K_ (1986). Child sexual abuse allegations in divorce proceedings. In K. 
MacFarlane and L. Richardson, (eds.), Sexual abuse of young children. (pp. 121- 
148). New York: The Guilford Press. 
Mayer, A. (1985). Sexual abuse: Causes, consequences, and treatment of incestuous and 
pedophilic acts. Holmes Beach, FI: The Learning Press. 
Mrazek, P.B., & Mrazek, D. (1981). The effects of child sexual abuse: Methodological 
considerations. In P. B. Mrazek and C. H. Kempe (Eds.), Sexually abused children 
and their families (pp. 235-245). New York: Pergamon Press. 
Russell, D.E.H. (1983). The incidence and prevalence of intrafamilial and extrafamilial 
sexual abuse of female children. Child Abuse and Neglect: The International Jour- 
nal, 7 (2); 133-146. 
Russell, D.E.H. (1984). The prevalence and seriousness of incestuous abuse: Stepfa- 
thers vs. biological fathers. Child Abuse and Neglect: The International Journal, 
8(1); 15-22. 
Russell, D.E.H. (1986}. The secret trauma: Incest in the lives of girls and women. New 
York: Basic Books Inc. 
Sanford, L. (1988). Innovative approaches to child victims. Panel presented at the Na- 
tional Conference on the Victimization of Children, Anaheim, Calif. 
Tufts New England Medical Center: Division of Child Psychiatry. (1984). Sexually ex- 
ploited children: Service and research project. Final report for the Office of Juvenile 
Justice and Delinquency Prevention, U.S. Department of Justice, Washington, 
D.C. 
